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METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR LOW 
QUANTITY DETECTION OF BIOPARTICLES 

IN SMALL SAMPLE VOLUMES 

This application claims bene?t of US. Provisional Appli 
cation No. 60/632,791, ?led Dec. 3, 2004. 

RELATED PATENT APPLICATION 

US. patent application Ser. No. 11/222,093 ?led Sep. 8, 
2005, claiming priority to US. patent application No. 60/614, 
688 ?led Sep. 30, 2004 entitled “Method for Detection and 
Decontamination of Antigens by Nanoparticle-Raman Spec 
troscopy” having Sulatha DWarakanath et al. as inventors and 
assigned to the Assignee of the present invention, Which 
patent application is attached hereto as Attachment A. 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The ?eld of the invention relates generally to the detection 
of bioparticles using dielectrophoresis. 

BACKGROUND 

There is a great need for loW cost detection of bioparticles 
in various applications like disease diagnostics in animals and 
plants, bioterrorism, food inspection, and scienti?c research. 
Samples in such applications are found in a liquid medium. 
These particles can range from a feW nanometers (nm) in siZe 
to a feW micrometers (pm) in siZe. VieWing these particles 
With the naked eye is di?icult. While um siZe particles can be 
vieWed With a microscope, nanometer (nm) scale particles 
require SEM, TEM, or AFM techniques. Techniques that 
involve the use of a microscope or SEM, TEM, AFM are not 
loW cost in nature. 

At a simple level, color change or light emission is usually 
an indicator of positive detection. Most loW cost tests involve 
combining a feW drops of a reagent With a sample on ?lter 
paper that has a color standard. If the target particle is detected 
With signi?cant quantity, the reagent renders the color to a 
desired shade on the scale. While it Would be nice to have all 
color change indicating reagents for detection, it is not alWays 
possible. In some cases the result of detection may involve 
multiple steps. For example, the target displays an antigen 
and a ?uorescent-tagged antibody is then used to selectively 
bind to the target molecule. Following such a binding, exci 
tation has to be provided to the combination for the ?uores 
cence to indicate the presence of a valid target particle. 

Another problem arises When a nanoliter drop sample has 
only a feW of the target particles. In such cases, using color 
change as an indicator is impractical. Therefore a ?uoro-tag 
may be used. HoWever, having only a feW molecules limits 
the number of photons emitted from the sample drop. Meth 
ods to solve this problem include: 1) increasing the light 
intensity of each ?uoro-tag; 2) increasing the number of target 
molecules (by using a larger sample siZe and concentrating 
the sample drop); 3) using a higher sensitivity photodetector 
and 4) using other techniques like electrical conductivity 
change detection. While option 4 is viable only in a feW cases, 
option 1 has been implemented in recent products by using 
nanoparticles that usually offer higher luminosity. In loW cost 
diagnostic products, using photomultipliers to increase the 
photon counting e?iciency or using complex optics and 
manual positioning are ruled out due to their increased cost. 
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2 
Fluorescence Detection 

Fluorescence microscopes are available from vendors like 
Perkin Elmer, Hitachi, Spec, etc. Smaller handheld ?uorom 
eters are available from Turner biosystems (16). Bench top 
models that use a bank of emission and excitation ?lters and 
multiple excitation sources to scan the spectrum from 200 nm 
to 1200 nm and provide a plot of the excitation and emission 
spectra are also available. The microscopes use a photomul 
tiplier tube and focusing optics to increase the sensitivity and 
provide a ?eld of vieW. All these instruments operate on the 
sample and reagent being present in a cuvette. None of them 
use dielectrophoresis (DEP) for manipulating the particles. 
Most of the ?uorescent tags are latex beads (15) that have a 
?uorophore attached. These particles are relatively large in 
siZe (um). 

BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

An embodiment of the present invention is an apparatus for 
detection of bioparticles comprising an excitation source; a 
disposable sample holder comprising electrodes Wherein the 
disposable sample holder is situated to receive output from 
the excitation source; a sample comprising bioparticles situ 
ated on the disposable sample holder; an AC voltage genera 
tor located in contact With the electrodes; and a photodetector 
disposed to receive ?uorescence from the bioparticles on the 
disposable sample holder; Wherein dielectrophoresis is used 
to concentrate bioparticles into the ?eld of vieW of the pho 
todetector. 

In additional embodiments of the present invention, the 
apparatus may also further comprise one or more of the fol 
loWing: an excitation ?lter located betWeen the excitation 
source and the sample, an emission ?lter located betWeen the 
sample and the photodetector and a sample cover located 
betWeen the sample and the photodetector. In a further 
embodiment of the present invention, a multiple electrode 
array may be used to bring a tagged bioparticle cluster into the 
?eld of vieW of the photodetector. In another embodiment of 
the present invention, the bioparticles are tagged bioparticles. 
In a further embodiment of the present invention, a ?uores 
cent nanoparticle tagged With an antibody is used to detect 
bioparticles in the sample. In yet another embodiment of the 
present invention, a sWitching pattern is used to mix the 
sample. In another embodiment of the present invention, 
dielectrophoresis utiliZes the proper crossover frequency so 
that only the tagged bioparticles move into the ?eld of vieW of 
the photodetector. 

Another embodiment of the present invention is a method 
for detection of bioparticles comprising adding a ?uorescent 
nanoparticle tagged With an antibody to a sample; placing a 
sample comprising bioparticles upon a disposable sample 
holder; placing the disposable sample holder comprising 
electrodes in contact With an AC voltage generator; using 
dielectrophoresis to concentrate tagged bioparticles into the 
?eld of vieW of the photodetector; exposing the sample upon 
the disposable sample holder to an excitation source; and 
detecting ?uorescence of the tagged bioparticles. 

In additional embodiments of the present invention, the 
method may further comprise one or more of the folloWing: 
using an excitation and an emission ?lter, an ampli?er, cov 
ering the sample With a sample cover, using a multiple elec 
trode array to bring a tagged bioparticle cluster into the ?eld 
of vieW of the photodetector, using a sWitching pattern is used 
to mix the sample and selecting the proper crossover fre 
quency so that only the ?uorescent nanoparticle tagged bio 
particles move into the ?eld of vieW of the photodetector. 
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The foregoing has outlined rather broadly the features and 
technical advantages of a number of embodiments of the 
present invention in order that the detailed description of the 
present invention that folloWs may be better understood. 
Additional features and advantages of the invention Will be 
described hereinafter. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

The foregoing summary as Well as the folloWing detailed 
description Will be better understood When read in conjunc 
tion With the appended draWings. It should be understood, 
hoWever, that the invention is not limited to the precise 
arrangements and instrumentalities shoWn herein. The com 
ponents in the draWings are not necessarily to scale, emphasis 
instead being placed upon clearly illustrating the principles of 
the present invention. The invention may take physical form 
in certain parts and arrangement of parts. For a more complete 
understanding of the present invention, and the advantages 
thereof, reference is noW made to the folloWing descriptions 
taken in conjunction With the accompanying draWings, in 
Which: 

FIG. 1. (a) Uniform electric ?eld (E) 102 applied to a 
medium using a voltage source 103. (b) Electric ?eld 102 
being distorted by the bioparticle 104. A dipole is created and 
the ?eld lines 105 are distorted. Here the permittivity of the 
bioparticle 104 and the medium are different. (c) A more 
realistic rendering of the electrodes 101 and the bioparticle 
104. 

FIG. 2. Variation of the Charles Mosetti factor over fre 
quency and the crossover frequency. 

FIG. 3. The electrical setup for the electrodes 301 and the 
droplet 305 for performing basic DEP concentration of bio 
particles 302 Within the ?eld of vieW 304. (AC Voltage 
Source~100 KHZ, 1V-500V) 303. 

FIG. 4. (a) Distribution of the bioparticles 302 When no 
electric ?eld 102 is applied. Lumen count:1 unit. (b) Move 
ment of the bioparticles 302 toWards the center of the elec 
trode array 301 When an electric ?eld 102 is applied. (c) 
Resulting clustering of all bioparticles 302 at the center of the 
electrode array 301. The electric ?eld 102 has to be kept active 
to hold the bioparticles 302 in place. Lumen count:l4 units. 

FIG. 5. (a) Tagging the ?uorescent nanoparticle 501 With 
an antibody 502. (b) Tagging the bioparticle 505 With an 
antigen tag 504 (this step is optional as the antigen is already 
present in many cases). (c) Adding the reagent (tagged nano 
particle 503) to the tagged bioparticle 506. (d) Making the 
antigeniantibody link to attach the nanoparticle 503 to the 
bioparticle 506 (called “nanoparticle (NP) tagged biopar 
ticle” 302). 

FIG. 6. Conventional ?uorescence detection setup com 
prising an excitation source 601, excitation ?lter 602, sample 
and reagent 603, emission ?lter 604, light intensity sensor 
605 and detection electronics 606.An excitation peak 607 and 
emission peak 608 are depicted. 

FIG. 7. (a) Setup described in an embodiment of this inven 
tion including an excitation source 701, excitation ?lter 702, 
sample cover 703, disposable sample and reagent drop holder 
704, electrodes 301, contacts 706, electronics module 707, 
emission ?lter 708, photodetector 709, ampli?er 710, dark 
current compensation 711, noise ?ltering 712, comparator 
713, peak detection 714, up controller 715, DEP alignment 
stepping sequencer 716, electrode AC voltage generator 717, 
droplet 718, lamp control 719, display 720 and keypad 721. 
(b) Side vieW of an embodiment of the instrument. 

FIG. 8. (a) Side vieW of the disposable sample holder. (b) 
Top vieW of the disposable sample holder. 
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4 
FIG. 9. Using an array of electrode 301 to position the NP 

tagged bioparticle 302 cluster to the center of the photode 
tector ?eld of vieW 304. Initially all NP tagged bioparticles 
302 are scattered throughout around the drop 718. All tagged 
bioparticles 302 are collected at start of scanning path. NP 
tagged bioparticles 302 are moved from one site to the next 
along the scanning path. At the end of the scan, the position of 
maximum detector output is determined. All NP tagged bio 
particles are collected under the light sensor ?eld 304. 

FIG. 10. Wiring 1001, sWitch matrix 1002 and AC voltage 
generation 1003 for controlling the electrode array 301. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

The threshold of detection of bioparticles can be improved 
using dielectrophoresis to move, mix and concentrate a feW 
?uoro-tagged bioparticles into the ?eld of vieW of the sensor 
that is small and does not have any focusing optics. 

Dielectrophoresis 
All particles in nature are made up of molecules. Molecules 

in turn have an electronic structure. In each particle (nano 
particle, virus, bacteria, cell, tagging antibody, antigen, DNA, 
RNA and protein) some molecules have loosely bound outer 
orbit electrons that are free to move about the con?nes of the 
particle. These are called free electrons. The degree of mobil 
ity of these electrons gives the particle a certain electrical 
conductivity. Metals have high conductivity, as these free 
electrons are very free and can be used to carry current. In 
semiconducting or insulating particles these free electrons 
alloW an external electric ?eld to convert the particle into a 
dipole. A dipole is a particle in Which the free charge is not 
distributed uniformly. FIG. 1 shoWs a particle that has been 
rendered into a dipole by the application of an electric ?eld. In 
semiconducting particles these can be called “loose elec 
trons.” These electrons cannot usually leave the con?nes of 
the particle. Most semiconducting particles have an insulat 
ing shell that maintains the charge and material integrity of 
the contents of the particle. Note that particles that dissolve in 
a liquid medium cannot be called bioparticles. Bioparticles 
are organic molecules (or a collection of molecules) like cells, 
bacteria, viruses, DNA, RNA, protein. Some come With a 
protective shield (cell Wall, plasmid, etc.) Most bioparticles 
are dipoles. 

Conducting particles in a liquid medium are of not much 
use, as these dipoles cannot be formed. Of interest are the 
semiconducting particles Where “loose electrons” alloW the 
rendering of a particle into a dipole by applying an electric 
?eld. Once the bioparticles have been rendered into dipoles, 
any gradient setup in the sample drop alloWs us to move the 
particles to the region of maximum or minimum electric ?eld 
gradient. 

FIG. 1 shoWs a bioparticle in an electric ?eld. The electric 
?eld is applied by delivering a voltage across the tWo con 
ducting plates. 

If the voltage is ?xed then the electric ?eld is uniform in the 
absence of the bioparticles (FIG. 1a). A bioparticle is intro 
duced into the electric ?eld, the medium and the particle 
having different permittivity and conductivities, causes the 
?eld lines to distort as shoWn in FIG. 1. Charges in the 
bioparticle and on its surface (from the medium) get rear 
ranged as shoWn in FIG. 1b. Since there is a charge nonuni 
formity, the bioparticle Will experience a force given by Eq. 1 . 
The terms in the equation are explained beloW. The direction 
of motion depends on the relative per'mittivities of the particle 
and the medium. Particle siZe and electric ?eld gradient play 
a role. Motion of the particle Will depend on other impeding 
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forces like gravity, viscosity and Brownian motion. These 
forces are usually negligible in the case of sub-micron par 
ticles. FIG. 2 shoWs a curve that describes the behavior of the 

K(W) term. Re[K(W)] refers to the real part of the K(W). K(W) 
is called the Charles Mosetti factor (10). K(W) is a complex 
number since the permittivities of the particle and medium are 
complex quantities. 

ep* Particle’s permitivity 
em* Medium’s permitivity 
Re[K(u))] Real part of Charles Mosetti factor :Re[(ep*— 

em*)/(ep*+2em*)] 
fIuu/2J'E Frequency 
VE2 Gradient of the Electric ?eld E 
r Radius of the particle (assuming it is spherical) 
Complex quantities give us an extra degree of freedom to 

manipulate the direction of motion. As the frequency is 
changed, K(W) decreases, and the point Where it crosses the 
Zero point is called the crossover frequency. When K(W) 
changes sign, the force is reversed. The tWo regions of the 
curve are termed positive and negative dielectrophoresis 
regions (FIG. 2). While the upper curve represents a loW/ 
medium concentration, the curves beloW shoW K(W) for 
higher values of medium conductivity. 

FIG. 3 shoWs the top vieW of a 4-electrode con?guration 
that alloWs one to move the bioparticles inside the droplet. 
Once the bioparticle and medium are chosen, K(W) is ?xed 
and the crossover frequency is ?xed. The geometry of the 
electrodes and spacing and voltage applied determine the 
electric ?eld lines. In the setup opposite electrodes have the 
same potential. The electrodes go outside the domain of the 
particle. This is done for tWo reasons: 1) a dry contact is 
possible betWeen the electronic module and the electrodes 
and 2) there is only one region Within the droplet Where the 
electric ?eld is minimum (the electric ?eld betWeen adjacent 
electrodes is maximum). 

Although FIG. 1b shoWs the distortion of the ?eld lines by 
a particle, in reality the particles (<1 um) are too small com 
pared to the scale of the electrodes (100’s of pm). The droplet 
usually covers an area of 100 p.m><100 pm or more. This 
represents nanoliter quantities of the sample. So the distortion 
in the ?eld lines due to the particles is not noticeable. FIG. 1c 
shows the ?eld lines in a more realistic case. The region of 
maximum ?eld gradient is betWeen the adjacent electrodes. 
The region in the middle is the point of loWest ?eld gradient. 
Hence When the applied frequency is loWer than the crossover 
frequency, the bioparticles Will experience positive dielectro 
phoresis and hence move to the periphery of the droplet to the 
region betWeen the adjacent electrodes as shoWn in FIG. 4. 
HoWever, When the frequency is increased beyond the cross 
over point, the bioparticles croWd in the center of the elec 
trode array Where the electric ?eld gradient is minimum. 

Fluorescence 
Having gained the ability of positioning the particles, the 

particles can be detected by a loW cost light detector. A ?uo 
rescent nanoparticle is attached to the bioparticle using an 
antigeniantibody connector. The nanoparticle is synthe 
siZed and then an antibody is attached to its surface (FIG. 5a). 
The bioparticle may display the antigen naturally or be the 
antigen itself. If a suitable antigen is not present, the biopar 
ticle may be tagged With an antigen. The step shoWn in FIG. 
5b is optional and performed if a suitable antigen is not 
present. The nanoparticles and bioparticles are placed 
together (FIG. 50 and FIG. 5d). The experiment should be 
designed in a manner in Which the antibody-antigen bind 
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6 
speci?cally to each other and do not bind to other ingredients 
in the sample. The technology of this application may be 
utiliZed in cooperation With the technology included in the 
coassigned U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/614, 
688, ?led Sep. 30, 2004. 

FIG. 6 shoWs a procedure for detecting the bioparticles.An 
excitation source is provided in the bottom; an excitation ?lter 
ensures that the excitation Wavelength is constrained. The 
drop is excited and the bioparticles in the sample emit radia 
tion in the visible region. Larger ?uoro-tags may be used (um 
siZe beads). These types of tags are larger and less e?icient in 
excitation to emission conversion. They are also plagued by 
quenching issues Where the emission e?iciency is diminished 
by tagging. Using nanoparticles as ?uoro-tags provides much 
higher emission levels With minimal quenching. The emis 
sion is passed through another ?lter that selects a speci?c 
Wavelength. Then a sensor (photodiode) measures the light 
output and converts it into a voltage or current. 

Dielectrophoresis can be used to enhance detection accu 
racy and loWer the cost of a bio-particle detection device. The 
bioparticle is attached to a nanoparticle based ?uorescent tag. 
The use of the nanoparticle enhances the light output of the 
target hence raising its detectability. 
The setup for detection uses a disposable sample holder. 

The reagents used to perform tagging are provided as a small 
drop to the sample holder. The sample and reagent constitute 
a small drop sitting in a small chamber in the sample holder. 
The sample holder can be made With glass, plastic or any 
other suitable material. Other materials can also be used, 
hoWever, glass or plastic are loW cost alternatives. In some 
embodiments, a printed circuit board material could also be 
used. Once the sample and reagents are delivered to the 
sample holder, a cover is provided for the sample holder to 
prevent evaporative loss of liquid. Electrodes are integrated 
on the sample holder for dielectrophoretic manipulation of 
the target particles (sometimes to move particles of no interest 
aWay from the detection ?eld) in the drop. The electrodes may 
be in many shapes and patterns. They can be patterned by 
methods including but not limited to selective deposition or 
etching folloWing blanket deposition. FIG. 7 shoWs the com 
plete setup of the loW cost ?uorescence based bioparticle 
detection apparatus. Dielectrophoretic forces are utiliZed in 
bringing the particles into the ?eld of the photodetector. 
Dielectrophoresis is also used for effective mixing of sample 
and reagent particles When combined. 

In most analytical setups a provision is made for repeating 
the experiment under various emission Wavelengths With 
emission measurements taken at each Wavelength. While this 
is an elaborate process and of scienti?c interest, a loW cost 
diagnostic instrument cannot afford to have these features. 
Linear array or imaging arrays are used to image the sample 
?eld. Linear scanning involves mechanical motion of the 
sample tray or the sensor. Imaging arrays are more expensive 
and involve the use of memory to create and store the image. 
Using optics to focus the droplet ?eld can also add cost and 
size. 

In a loW cost rendering of a ?uorescence measurement 
device (FIG. 7), a single photodiode can be used. The droplet 
siZe cannot be controlled and the position of the electrodes 
cannot be precisely positioned With regard to the detector. 
Moreover, if the detector is much smaller than the sample 
drop, alignment becomes an issue. The detector is placed very 
close to the sample to collect all the photons coming out of the 
sample. The tagged bioparticles should be directly in the ?eld 
of maximum reception of the photodiode, When moved to the 
center of the electrode array using —ve dielectrophoresis. 
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The sample holder is usually a disposable glass slide. A 
cover slip is placed on the drop With or Without deforming the 
drop. The electrodes are a part of the disposable holder as the 
sample makes contact With the electrode. A disposable sys 
tem is required for contaminant free accurate results. 

The K(W) term is used for determining the force experi 
enced and the cross over frequency Will change When the 
bioparticle gets tagged by the ?uorescent nanoparticle (Eq. 
1). Since the resulting tagged entity is actually tWo particles 
bridged by an antigen-antibody link, the K(W) of the combi 
nation should be determined by experimental techniques. If 
the bioparticle is in the urn siZe (as in cells or bacteria) then it 
Would dominate the particle’s permittivity. When viruses or 
DNA are tagged, the nanoparticle and the bioparticle are of 
comparable siZes. The need to identify the K(W) becomes 
important in order to design the crossover frequency so that 
the particle is alWays in the —ve dielectrophoresis region. 

The sample may have more than one type of bioparticle. 
There may be other entities (of various siZes) in the sample. 
The sample could be simpli?ed such that many interfering 
bioparticles are eliminated by high-speed spinning or other 
separation means. Some of these particles may and Will move 
to the center or aWay from the center due to dielectrophoretic 
forces. Each one Will have a different cross over frequency. 

In a small domain like a micro drop, the presence of many 
colloidal particles in addition to the target bioparticle and the 
tagged nanoparticles present problems in detection. To 
improve detection: 1) The sample and reagents should be 
mixed Well. Mixing samples in a cuvette is easy. Spinning and 
magnetic stirring techniques are knoWn. But in a small nano 
drop, neW techniques are required. The success of tagging 
depends on Whether each nanoparticles gets a chance (sev 
eral) to collide With an unbound target bioparticle. 2) The 
small siZe of the sample alloWs quick evaporation. Loss of all 
liquid medium can render the test useless. Hence a lid or oil 
?lm is necessary to ensure integrity of the drop siZe. 3) When 
DEP is used to move the particles to the center, it is important 
to ensure that any other items that drift to the center a) do not 
clog or obstruct the tagged target particle from being excited, 
b) prevent the emitted light from reaching the detector, or c) 
block the tagged target from being aligned With the center. 

While designing the procedure, it is bene?cial to knoW 
What other particles are present and it is bene?cial to remove 
undesired particles. 

Ef?cient mixing of the sample and the reagent can be 
accomplished by changing the frequency of the applied elec 
tric ?eld and moving the system from a +ve DEP mode to a 
—ve DEP mode and back to a +ve DEP mode. This can be 
repeated over several cycles. Alternating the modes makes the 
particles move from the center to the periphery. Introduction 
of a feW dummy particles that move in the opposite direction 
of the bioparticle enhance the agitation. Another technique to 
accomplish mixing is to apply the electric ?eld to only tWo 
adjacent electrodes at a time and cycle through each adjacent 
pa1r. 

This photodetector provides the desired sensitivity for the 
detection of very small quantities of bioparticles in nanoliter 
quantity of sample. The photodetector is small and sensitive. 
The detector is mounted very close to the sample. In one 
embodiment, it actually makes contact With the cover for the 
sample holder. The close proximity of the photodetector 
ensures that almost all photons emitted from the top of the 
sample holder are collected by the photodetector. A smaller 
photodetector gives better detection accuracy because of 
loWer detector noise and dark current. Use of a smaller area 
photodiode is possible When one has the means to concentrate 
the ?uorescent particles under the electrode. FIG. 4 depicts 
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8 
hoW to perform this concentration. An advantage of using a 
cover for the sample drop is that the photodetector is sepa 
rated from the sample as the photodetector is not part of the 
disposable entity. 

Usually the drop spreads over an area of 2 mm><2 mm. 
While the detector is around 20 um><l00 um. Hence it is 
important to ensure that the point of concentration of the 
?uorescent particles is directly under the photodetector. 
Ensuring such ?ne alignment by construction is di?icult as 
the tWo items in question are movable parts. FIG. 9 shoWs 
hoW dielectrophoresis can be used to place the ?uorescent 
particle cluster at several points on a scanning path. One of 
these points Will bring it directly under the ?eld of vieW of the 
photodetector. An array of electrodes is present inside the 
drop (the array can also be beloW the drop, in Which case, a 
small transparent insulating layer Would separate the liquid 
from the electrode). The electrodes are fed different AC volt 
ages in a desired sequence. FIG. 10 shoWs the Wiring and the 
sWitch matrix used to apply different voltages to different 
electrodes in the array. A microprocessor or microcontroller 
in the electronics module generates the sequence and sWitch 
control signals. 

In an alternate embodiment, a calibration step can be used 
When it is possible to locate the position Where the particle 
cluster of a calibration particle set aligns itself best and to use 
the same electrode voltage setting for future tests. 
The UV source (or excitation source) can be placed beloW 

the sample holder. This requires that the sample holder be 
transparent to UV. The cover used for the sample should be 
transparent to visible light. In an alternate embodiment, the 
UV source can be placed on the same side, but this requires 
that the photodetector be raised a little so that the UV excita 
tion may strike the sample. This reduces the ef?ciency of 
photon collection. An emission and excitation ?lter may be 
optionally used based on the type of the excitation source and 
detector. 
The electronics are housed either in integrated form or in 

discrete form (built out of individual components available in 
the market) in a separate module called the electronics mod 
ule. Contact is made betWeen the electronics module and the 
sample holder at the far end of the electrodes as shoWn in FIG. 
7. Spring-loaded bumps (contacts) are placed in the module 
for making e?icient contact With the electrodes. 

Contact is made When the sample holder is loaded into the 
detection instrument. Various mechanisms can be envisioned 
for the purpose. The construction of the instrument may be in 
tWo parts as shoWn in FIG. 7b. The top part houses the elec 
tronics module, the detector assembly, the calibration and 
computation electronics, and the display. The bottom part can 
house the UV source (or excitation source) and poWer supply. 
The bottom part can also have a groove for placing the dis 
posable sample strip. 

In most inventions relating to the use of “lab-on-a-chip”, 
the electronics are combined With the electrodes. An embodi 
ment of the present apparatus does not integrate the electron 
ics With the electrodes in order to reduce cost. Separating the 
electronics alloWs the disposable part to be very loW cost. It 
provides freedom in choosing the materials for the sample 
holder. When electrode spacing of very ?ne dimensions is 
necessary, silicon can be used as the core of the sample 
container. HoWever, no electronic devices are integrated on 
the silicon. Silicon is used because metal electrodes can be 
fabricated on silicon at much higher precision in comparison 
to printing electrodes on plastic or glass. 
The single sample version described above may be 

extended to a array of sample pits for conducting experiments 
in parallel. If an array of sample pits are used, an array of 






